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I , I 

Since it ?'CQIIi?·cs [cwe1· 1Josts, ct 
suspension f cncc oc>terall11 has 
less visual impact . 
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Fence lines silhouetted against 
the sky lwvc a st1·on.r;e1· visual 
impact than those viewed ctr;ainst 
ct veoetnlivc lmck{J?·ound. 

To 1·educc colo1· clcvicttions, clis­
tu?·bancc of soil and vegetative 
cover should be held to the 
?II i11 imttm. 

A fence line located part way up a slope 
viewed against a landform and vegetative 
background, creates less visual impact than 
one silhouetted against the sky. 

Soil disturbance and the clearing of vege­
tation for fence construction may cause un­
desirable deviations in color and texture. The 
deg-ree of contrast varies with the form and 
extent of and soil disturbance. 

If clearing· is necessary, color and texture 
(leviation can be reduced by minimizing 
cleari ng and by creatit1g· irreg·ular or feath­
ered cle::wing edges. Clearing· methods that 
do not disturb the soil create less color con­
tras t than methods that expose mineral soil. 
Brushcutiers or rolling choppers arc effec­
tive because t hey chop the brush and leave 
it on the ground as a mulch. 

Color and texture contrasts can also be 
minimized by using nonreflective wire and 
posts that blend with the landscape. 

This fence complements the [o1'm, 
line, colo1·, cmcl tcxtlwe of the 
Btt?TOtmcling landscape. 



CORRALS AND RELATED 
STRUCTURES 

This category includes all structures used 
to handle or work livestock. Properly con­
structed handling structures are becoming 
importan i due, in part, to decreasing reliance 
on horses and a shortage of manpower. 

The design and location of these structures 
depend on the type of livestock operation, the 
number of existing structures, the sales pro­
cedures of the locality, and the g·eneral pref­
erences of the operator. A complete set of 
guidelines is beyond the scope of this publica­
tion because of the variety of structures and 
the variations of each structure. There are, 
however , several facts to be considered before 
construction. 

Because corrals are used only a few times 
a year, economic constraints have given rise 
to the u::;e of structu raJ designs and materials 
that often contrast with the form, line, color, 
or texture of the landscape. Therefore, care­
ful siting is very important in minimizing· the 
visual impact. Existing landforms and vege­
tation can be used for partial or total screen­
ing of views from most observation points. 

Thi.q co1'1'al loading m·ea ha.q been 
8itecl to tctkc culvcmlage of tlte 
nnlzwnl Rcrecning provided l1y 
landforms nnd veoc/ulion. 

V is1wl i11t1)(tel can l1e 1·educecl by 
u.~inu 11wlerinl.~ lltal have t<'xtu1·es 
nnrl colo1·.~ tlw t blencl w ith the 
lnncl SCCt111'. 



WATER DEVELOPMENTS 

The location, amount, and reliability of 
water are often the limiting factors in de­
veloping a range management system. Water 
fo r livestock must be dependable, available 
at the r ight time of the year, of sufficient 
quantity, and properly located to contribute 
to good livestock management. There are a 
variety of structures that meet water r e­
quirements, including reservoirs, spriv.g or 
seep developments, wells, t rick tanks, storage 
tanks, pumps, pipelines, and drinking 
troughs. 

Resevoirs often add visual variety to 
monotonous landscapes. To minimize the vi­
sual impact caused by soil and vegetation 
disturbance, at·eas that require excavation or 
fill can be designed to blend with the form, 
line, color, and texture of the landscape. 

The visual impact of above-ground water 
developments can be minimized by using 
vegetation or landforms as screens and by 
keeping· vegetation removal and soil distur­
bance to t he minimum. An alternative method 
is to ])lace as much of the structure as possi­
ble at or below ground level. 

Horizontal wells usually create the least 
visual impact of any water development since 
landforms and vegetation remain relatively 
undisturbed. 
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